This is an open access article under the terms of the Creat ive Commo ns Attri bution License, which permits use, distribution and reproduction in any medium, provided the original work is properly cited. There is considerable uncertainty regarding how to identify management strategies that will achieve invasive species control to enhance biodiversity, local economies and human well-being. Invasive species management on inhabited islands is especially challenging, often due to perceived socio-political risks and unexpected technical difficulties.
| INTRODUC TI ON
Rates of species extinction and decline are increasing, and are likely to continue to rise worldwide unless we address the key threats to biodiversity (Barnosky et al., 2011; Jones et al., 2016; De Vos, Joppa, Gittleman, Stephens, & Pimm, 2015) . Invasive species are one of the main causes of species decline and extinctions (Bellard, Genovesi, & Jeschke, 2016; Clavero & García-Berthou, 2005; Doherty, Glen, Nimmo, Ritchie, & Dickman, 2016) . Approximately, 75% of recorded terrestrial extinctions have occurred on islands (Tershy, Shen, Newton, Holmes, & Croll, 2015) , and invasive species have been identified as the leading factor (Clavero & García-Berthou, 2005; Courchamp, Chapuis, & Pascal, 2003; Doherty et al., 2016) . Islands occupy around 5% of the Earth´s total land area, but support 41% of all critically endangered and endangered terrestrial vertebrates, 19% of all bird species and 17% of all rodents (Spatz et al., 2017; Tershy et al., 2015) , which makes them important safe havens for global biodiversity.
Islands, and other isolated habitats, are particularly susceptible to invasive species and their impacts (Simberloff, 1995 (Simberloff, , 2009 ). This can be explained by higher rates of endemism, specialised biota and isolation from the mainland (CBD, 2019; MacArthur & Wilson, 1967; Moser et al., 2018) , as described in the Equilibrium Theory by MacArthur and Wilson (1967) . In response to the threat posed by invasive species, more than 1,000 eradication programmes have been implemented on islands around the world (Simberloff, Genovesi, Pyšek, & Campbell, 2011) . Most of these programmes have resulted in positive outcomes for native species (Innes & Saunders, ; Jones et al., 2016; Zavaleta, Hobbs, & Mooney, 2001 ). However, most invasive species eradication programmes have been implemented on uninhabited islands, mostly due to operational difficulties, such as perceived health hazards or financial burdens on the local community (Oppel, Beaven, Bolton, Vickery, & Bodey, 2011) . A global challenge is to shift the focus of invasive species control from uninhabited islands to populated islands (Glen et al., 2013; Oppel, Beaven, Bolton, Vickery, et al., 2011) , since many of the highest priority islands for eradication are inhabited (Brooke, Hilton, & Martins, 2007) .
Inhabited islands pose particular difficulties due to the presence of companion animals and livestock species, which hamper eradication actions (Glen et al., 2013) . At the same time, commonly used eradication methods cannot be employed close to communities, or the existing methods can be substantially more expensive to implement than on uninhabited islands, mostly due to logistic difficulties and implementation restrictions around populated areas (Glen et al., 2013) . Thus, eradication programmes on inhabited islands need to account for local environmental, social and economic conditions, as well as the biological and technical expertise required to remove invasive species .
Community engagement has a major role to play in determining the outcomes of future efforts to improve invasive species management programmes on inhabited islands (Aguirre-Muñoz et al., 2008; Campbell et al., 2011; Ford-Thompson, Snell, Saunders, & White, 2012) . Calling for engagement of local stakeholders is not new (Aguirre-Muñoz et al., 2008; Campbell et al., 2011) , because the preferences and opinions of all people affected by conservation actions should be integrated in any environmental decision-making process that might affect them and the surrounding environment (Crowley, Hinchliffe, & McDonald, 2016; Estévez, Anderson, Pizarro, & Burgman, 2015; Reed, 2008) . Public opposition can hinder the success of eradication programmes (Bremner & Park, 2007) and is common where the target species is valued by people (e.g. pets, livestock) (Glen et al., 2013) . Consequently, lack of involvement and communication with the local community has been linked to the failure of previous eradication efforts (Campbell & Donlan, 2005) .
Hence, to halt biodiversity decline caused by invasive species, it is imperative that we advance not only with eradication protocols (Saunders, Coman, Kinnear, & Braysher, 1995) and reporting strategies (Iacona et al., 2018) , but also with techniques to engage with local stakeholders when eradication plans are undertaken (Braysher, 2017; Toomey, Knight, & Barlow, 2017 Incorporating local values and preferences into early planning stages can be challenging (Ford-Thompson et al., 2012; Oppel, Beaven, Bolton, Vickery, et al., 2011) . However, through engagement it is possible to clarify and diminish any safety or social concerns, such as fear of water supply contamination, risks to pets and children from poisoned baits, visually unappealing signs, animal welfare concerns or closure of tourist areas (Glen et al., 2013) . Engaging with local stakeholders and the general community can mitigate possible opposition to the implementation of eradication projects, and ensure the local community is informed of the socio-economic, health and ecological benefits (and costs) (Vane & Runhaar, 2016) that could arise through the implementation of eradication plans. This is particularly important in invasive species management, given that the survival of few-invasive-individuals can undermine the whole project (Glen et al., 2013) .
Existing approaches to incorporate the preferences and values of local communities and practitioners have often targeted a single-stage of the eradication planning process (Ford-Thompson et al., 2012; Novoa et al., 2018) for example: engagement (Luyet, Schlaepfer, Parlange, & Buttler, 2012) , eliciting information (Larson et al., 2011) or informing perceptions (Bardsley & Edwards-Jones, 2006) . In this work, we present a novel systematic approach based on adaptive management (Holling, 1978) to address the multidimensional challenges posed by invasive species management on inhabited islands (Berkes, 2007; Glen et al., 2013; Kerr, Baxter, Salguero-Gómez, Wardle, & Buckley, 2016) . On inhabited islands, the social preferences of local communities must be addressed, in addition to ecological components and economic constraints. Here, we incorporate local knowledge and management preferences throughout the eradication planning process. We engaged with multiple stakeholders, elicited local knowledge, included natural resource managers' perceptions and budgetary constraints to compare contrasting management scenarios using a cost-benefit analysis tool, the Investment Framework for Environmental Resources (INFFER) .
Adaptive management is a special instance of structured decision making, which is a step-wise decision support framework that promotes the integration of scientific information and stakeholder's values to assist decision makers identify optimal management strategies (Bower et al., 2018; Gregory et al., 2012; Murphy & Weiland, 2014) . The main principle of adaptive management is 'learn while doing', which makes it particularly useful for iterative approaches (Holling, 1978; USGS, 2019; Williams, 2011) . We use INFFER as it complements an adaptive management approach and can be easily implemented by decision makers to: (a) assess the perceptions and preferences of stakeholders regarding invasive species management (social dimension); (b) assess the feasibility, cost and impacts of alternative projects (economic dimension); and (c) incorporate stakeholders' expertise and perceptions to better inform invasive species management plans and their possible conservation benefits (ecological dimension).
We applied the proposed approach on Minjerribah-North Stradbroke Island, located in Queensland, Australia (hereafter Minjerribah), where we co-developed and evaluated six management scenarios, with different investment levels, each designed to control the impacts of European red foxes (Vulpes vulpes, Linnaeus, 1758) and feral cats (Felis catus, Linnaeus, 1758) . We elicited stakeholder data through a semi-structured online survey (eSurvey) (Appendix S1) to assess six different scenarios and define which scenario would deliver the most cost-effective benefits to threatened and culturally relevant species (Appendix S2), and to the local community on Minjerribah.
| ME THODOLOG IC AL ANALYS IS AND CONTE X T
The objective of this study was to evaluate the cost-effectiveness of management strategies to control the impacts of invasive species on F I G U R E 1 Stages of the proposed framework to develop, assess and select invasive species management strategies. Boxes with broken outlines represent complementary actions that need to be undertaken to complete the main goal in every stage, which is represented by boxes with solid outlines the threatened and culturally relevant species of Minjerribah. In this section, we provide details about our case study, Minjerribah, the stakeholder-engagement process, application of INFFER , data collection and development and analysis to select the best strategies to control invasive species impacts on native and culturally relevant species. This wider process is described in Figure 1. 2 ) (Laycock, 1978) , and the largest of the Moreton Bay (Ramsar Convention, 1971) making it an important site for Australian bird resident species as well as for intercontinental migrants (Wilson, Kendall, Fuller, Milton, & Possingham, 2011) .
|
The Island has been inhabited by the Quandamooka people for at least 21,000 years (Barram, Carew, Hill, & Phillips, 2016 (Courchamp et al., 2003; Doherty et al., 2016; Lowe, Browne, Boudjelas, & Poorter, 2000) , and on Australian islands they are a main driver of native species decline (Doherty et al., 2015; Glen & Dickman, 2005; Legge et al., 2016; Saunders, Gentle, & Dickman, 2010) . Red foxes and feral cats species not only have direct and indirect impacts on the threatened and culturally relevant species of the Island, but also affect its cultural heritage, and economically valuable local industries, such as tourism (Gong, Sinden, Braysher, & Jones, 2009; Jones, Saunders, & Balogh, 2006) . In response to this threat, the local pest management authorities formed the Straddie Pest Management Group (SPMG). The aim of this group was to manage the impacts of invasive species on the Island. The diversity of local stakeholders, including indigenous and non-indigenous residents, and economic activities, as well as its biological uniqueness make Minjerribah the perfect location to assess optimal invasive species management approaches.
| Stakeholder engagement
The goal of this process was to engage with a representative sample of local stakeholders that actively participate or could be affected by the implementation of conservation actions that target invasive species on Minjerribah-North Stradbroke Island. The first step of this study was to contact (through email and phone) senior managers from a wide range of federal and local government authorities and non-government organisations. These managers were all involved in the development, assessment and implementation of invasive (Table 1) .
| Scenario development
Over a 2-year period ( During this 2-year period, we co-developed six scenarios to manage invasive species by reviewing relevant literature and drawing on the previous experience of the SPMG members (Stage III in Figure 1 ).
In conjunction with members from the SPMG, we defined relevant attributes for the proposed management scenarios, such as cost, timeframe, feasibility according to local regulations, and accounted for management concerns from the public. All the information we gathered was treated equally (not weighted) and all members of the SPMG had an equal opportunity to contribute to the co-development process during our study (Stage III in Figure 1 ). The final six proposed scenarios were based on different investment levels (i.e.
the total cost of the management strategy over a period of 25 years) defining the management intensity (i.e. low, medium and high). The management intensity varied according to the frequency of baiting campaigns (i.e. low = 1 campaign p.a.; medium = 2 campaigns p.a.;
and high = 3 campaigns p.a.) and bait density that would be used (i.e. low = 2 baits/km 2 ; medium = 5 baits/km 2 ; and high = 10 baits/ km 2 ) throughout the year over a 3-year implementation window (a summary of the scenarios can be found in Table 1 ). The goal of the different scenarios was to diminish the impacts caused by red foxes and feral cats, by eradicating these species from the Island, hence increasing the probability of survival of culturally relevant and threatened species. Three scenarios were designed to target only red foxes (Scenarios 1 to Scenario 3) and three more scenarios that target red foxes and feral cats (Scenarios 4 to Scenarios 6). We did not develop management scenarios aimed at 'only cat' control as this action was deemed 'infeasible' in the absence of long-term commitments to control resident pet cat populations.
Each scenario varied in its management intensity (i.e. number of traps deployed, number of baits/km 2 , number of stations/km 2 and number of baiting campaigns per annum), and length of implementation of the different control methods throughout the year (i.e.
baiting, trapping, hunting and den fumigation; see Appendix S3 for a detailed description, including cost information). The cost of each scenario was constructed using a combination of data provided by members of the SPMG, scientific and grey literature and quotes by private distributors of the consumables, goods and capital assets (Auerbach, Tulloch, & Possingham, 2014; Holmes et al., 2015 Holmes et al., , 2016 Mcleod & Saunders, 2010) . We report in detail the costs in Appendix S4, following the recommendations made by Iacona et al. (2018) . We assessed the present value of each scenario over a 25-year period. Cost data for each scenario included three main stages (i.e. planning, implementation and monitoring) and their costs over 25 years (which assumed 10 years of active management and 15 years of maintenance costs). We applied a discount rate of 5%. This rate is consistent with similar studies Pannell et al. 2013; Rout & Walshe 2013) and government recommendations for environmental projects (Wise & Capon, 2016) .
| Data collection
To identify which of the scenarios would offer the greatest return on investment, we used INFFER (described below). We elicited the 
| Analysis framework: INFFER analysis
We then used the PAF from the Investment organised approach based on a benefit-cost ratio (BCR) to identify management actions that will achieve the most cost-effective environmental outcome , the steps of the INFFER approach are shown in Table 2 .
By defining SMART (Specific, Measurable, Achievable,
Relevant and Time-Bound) projects, INFFER helps clarify what
is required to achieve proposed outcomes (Bottrill et al., 2008) . F is the multiplier for technical feasibility risk. P is the probability that socio-political factors will not derail the project, and that the required changes take place; this value was obtained from the eSurvey ('What do you think is the chance that one of the social or political situations described below will prevent eradication from being achieved?'). Socio-political risks include: noncooperation by the different organisations and the impacts of social, administrative or political constraints. G is the probability of obtaining long-term funding. DFb is the discount factor. C is the short-term project cost ($ million in total, over the life-span of the project). M is the total cost of maintaining the outcomes ($ million per year, beyond the immediate project). PV(M) is the present value to convert a stream of future annual maintenance costs (assumed constant in real terms) to their present-day value (in $ millions) . Further information about the rationale for the BCR algorithm and the underpinning theoretical background can be found in Pannell et al. (2012 Pannell et al. ( , 2013 .
Subsequently, the results from the INFFER analysis were sent out to the SPMG members for review, and to assess whether the scenarios were appropriate (Stage V in Figure 1 ). The INFFER parameters were collected from the eSurvey that was sent to the participants as described in Section 2.42.3 (Data Collection). It is worth noting that obtaining estimates regarding V-the value of environmental assets (e.g. species or habitats)-can be very difficult in practice. There can be a lack of relevant studies for benefit transfer (Bateman, Mace, Fezzi, Atkinson, & Turner, 2011) , and in the case where primary values are sought, these can be highly influenced by individual preferences, and are often overestimated by local stakeholders (Jakobsson & Dragun, 2001; Portney, 1994) .
Heterogeneous responses can also confound the proper interpretation of this parameter.
We used a ranking-based assessment for the six proposed scenarios. We obtained an Overall ranking for the six scenarios and two, more detailed, Internal rankings: one for red fox-only control, and a second for joint-management. By using a structured decision-making approach based on INFFER, we were able to account for intrinsic biases, information-gaps and respondents' valuation heterogeneity, thereby facilitating the overall analysis and increasing the robustness of policy recommendations.
| RE SULTS

| Respondents summary
All sectors involved in invasive species management on the Island were represented in the surveyed respondents: 46% were repre- Respondents scored the probability of eradication of red foxes under Scenario 1 as low-77% (medium-23%), Scenario 2 as medium-46% (low-23% and high-31%) and Scenario 3 as high-85%
(medium-15%). The probability of joint-eradication (red foxes and feral cats) under Scenario 4 was scored as low-77% (medium-23%),
Scenario 5 as medium-54% (low-23% and high-23%) and Scenario 6 was scored as high-77% (low-15% and medium-8%).
| INFFER analysis
We present the results of the INFFER parameters in Table 3 . We found that respondents' asset valuation-V was highly heterogeneous. Hence, we assessed the BCR of each scenario under three different assumptions regarding the value of this parameter, the When V is equal to 1, the BCRs are less than one for all scenarios, except for Scenario 3. When the BCR value is higher than 1, it represents the 'break even' point of the project, meaning that project benefits exceed project costs. When V = 15 and V = 50, all scenarios have BCRs higher than 1. Despite the changes in the BCR according to changes of the asset value, the rankings do not change.
By comparing the scenarios under different perspectives of the asset value (V), we were able to assess the robustness of our results to different stakeholders' values. Across all six scenarios, the highest-ranking strategy was Scenario 3 (BCR = 1.15), as shown in Overall and Internal ranking for fox-only management in Table 3 
| Sensitivity analysis (SA)
We conducted a sensitivity analysis to determine the sensitivity of management recommendations to changes in three of the INFFER parameters: (a) Impact of works-W, (b) Socio-political risk-P (c) and
Lag time-L. We chose these parameters because they demonstrated the greatest heterogeneity or were identified in the literature (Glen et al., 2013) as having a large impact on the success of invasive species management. We assessed changes in the three parameters across the Best Performing Scenarios (Scenarios 3 and 5), and calculated a Sensitivity Index (SI) (Alexander, 1989) for each parameter, as well as a BCR Difference (%) (see Table 4 ). A high SI score indicates a high sensitivity of the BCR to changes in that parameter. Across the three parameters, the BCR was most sensitive to changes in Sociopolitical risk-P (SI = 0.88 and 0.87 in Scenarios 3 and 5 respectively).
After socio-political risk, Scenario 3 was more sensitive to changes in Impacts of the works-W (SI = 0.69), than to variation in Lag time-L (SI = 0.60), whereas Scenario 5 was more sensitive to changes in Lag time-L (SI = 0.77), than to changes in Impacts of the works-W.
| D ISCUSS I ON
We assessed the BCR of six invasive species management scenarios on Minjerribah by including the perspectives of local government and community members into a cost-benefit analysis, INFFER. The analysis showed that fox-only control with 'high' intensity (Scenario 3) was the best strategy, as well as the only strategy under a conservative estimate of asset value (V = 1) that had a BCR greater than 1 (1.15), implying that the benefits of implementing this action exceeded the costs.
Among the fox-only Scenarios, Scenario 3 had a shorter time lag (3 years vs. 7). This result suggests that higher investment levels will TA B L E 3 Results of benefit-cost ratios and correspondent parameters calculated in INFFER Overall, the impacts of feral cats on native species are well documented Denny & Dickman, 2010; Dickman, 1996; Doherty et al., 2015; Medina et al., 2011) . What is not well understood is how to operationalise invasive management activities, such as baiting and banning companion animals on islands, without incurring significant community resistance. Existing management actions (i.e. hunting, trapping and baiting), which target feral cats are unlikely to be effective on inhabited islands in the long term, as pet cats can be a source for re-establishment of feral cat populations (Denny & Dickman, 2010) . This is captured by the Lag time (L) for joint-management scenarios, which was 30 years (Scenario 4) compared to 10 years for Scenarios 5 and 6. In this project, none of the scenarios required behavioural changes (A) by the communitywhich we know is needed-which is why the perceived Impacts of the Works-W value for joint-management scenarios might not have been higher. Notwithstanding the lack of a standard procedure to tackle these species (Parkes, Fisher, Robinson, & Aguirre-Muñoz, 2014) , management plans ought to be adapted to local environmen- (Denny & Dickman, 2010; Nogales et al., 2013) . These complementary actions can prevent-in the long term-the spillover of domestic pet cats to establish new feral populations, but as shown by Ratcliffe et al. (2010) it is possible to encounter public opposition and adoption of adverse practices (B = 0.7), reflected by lower values of the joint-management scenarios, despite the high adoption by private landholders and citizens (A = 1).
We would have expected a joint-management scenario to be the Optimal Strategy-as Ballari, Kuebbing, and Nuñez (2016) found, the removal of a single invasive species is not enough to have a positive, or even neutral effect on native species' performance or survival.
The reasons joint-management was not the Optimal Strategy in our study were because of: (a) (Baker, Gordon, & Bode, 2016) , Optimal eradication schedules (Bode, Baker, & Plein, 2015) and Optimal surveillance (Holden, Nyrop, & Ellner, 2016; Rout, Hauser, McCarthy, & Moore, 2017 ) have proven to be valuable techniques to identify potential ecosystem impacts from single-species management, and to optimise invasive species eradication.
Sensitivity analyses (Section 3.33.1 and Table 4 ) are a valuable tool to assess the sensitivity of management recommendations to changes in parameter values (Pannell, 1997) . A sensitivity analysis showed that Scenarios 3 and 5 were highly sensitive to variation in Socio-political risk (P). This result highlights the need to account for local socio-political conditions and its possible variations between early planning stages and later implementation of the proposed actions. Moreover, it also emphasises the importance of facilitating the participation of multiple stakeholders to capture their perspectives, and the need for methods to evaluate local stakeholders' preferences, as new conditions could derail the future success of the proposed strategies. Scenario 3 is also sensitive to changes in the effectiveness of the proposed management strategy (Impacts of the works-W); if effectiveness were to decline, Scenario 3 would no longer be a viable management strategy (BCR < 1). Scenario 5, which was the best performing scenario within the 'joint-management' strategies, was also sensitive to changes in Lag time (L), followed by variations in effectiveness of the works (W). Even with a 'best' approach for these parameters (i.e. where all parameters are set to their most optimistic value, relative to project success), Scenario 5
does not have a BCR > 1, implying that the benefits of implementing this scenario would not exceed the costs. As previously suggested, information gaps could be affecting a proper assessment of jointmanagement strategies, as the removal of a single species has shown to be a suboptimal strategy when red foxes and feral cats coexist (Ballari et al., 2016) .
Eliciting values for environmental goods is a difficult and complex process. Stakeholder valuation of local assets, like Minjerribah, can overestimate the intrinsic significance of the asset, and be sensitive to personal bias (Portney, 1994) . The result is a high level of subjectivity and heterogeneity in provided answers (Marsh, Curatolo, Pannell, Park, & Roberts, 2010) . Therefore, we suggest adopting a risk-adverse approach as a standard practice (McDonald-Madden, Baxter, & Possingham, 2008) . In this study, we have demonstrated a structured approach to track the change in asset value as a result of management works. Nevertheless, we need approaches that account for cultural values, management preferences and contesting plans aimed at protecting biodiversity, to later compare them with alternatives that may adversely affect their future survival (Jakobsson & Dragun, 2001) . Using INFFER allowed us to incorporate these perspectives and preferences explicitly to support a transparent decision-making process (Marsh et al., 2010) .
This study outlined an approach to incorporate social, ecological and economic information into invasive species management design and evaluation. The key social and ecological benefits of this approach are: (a) maximising local participation, (b) providing an opportunity for local stakeholders to collaborate in the development of conservation management strategies, (c) improving the assessment of management strategies (i.e. by including project feasibility, costs and benefits) and thus (d) increasing the potential ecological benefits from management implementation. These characteristics make it a flexible and robust approach to deliver SMART and inclusive conservation management strategies by aligning conservation plans to local ecological, economic and social conditions (Berkes, 2007; Doyle-Capitman, Decker, & Jacobson, 2018) .
The framework presented in this study is based on benefit-cost analysis (BCA), which is a preferred method to compare alternative strategies or set priorities (Marshall, McNeill, & Reeve, 2011) . BCA is used to determine if a given project improves outcomes relative to initial conditions. These conditions are measured by estimating the benefits and costs of a proposed project (Marshall et al., 2011) .
One of the main concerns regarding BCA approaches is the difficulty assigning monetary value to environmental assets (Bateman et al., 2011; Marshall et al., 2011) .
There are other approaches to making conservation investment decisions besides BCA, such as deliberative methods and multi-criteria analysis (MCA). Deliberative methods involve similar participatory approaches as BCA and MCA, however they do not use a formal organised model to calculate decision outcomes, which makes them a less reliable approach for decision making (Marshall et al., 2011) .
MCA methods allow for the inclusion of multiple strategies, multiple objectives and different criteria simultaneously (Marshall et al., 2011) ; but have been criticised for their complexity, vulnerability to abuse by special-interest groups and large information requirements, which can make implementation and interpretation by decision makers difficult (Dobes & Bennett, 2009; Marshall et al., 2011) .
Local conditions and the requirements of different studies will determine which approach, for example, BCA, deliberative methods or MCA, is most appropriate. In our case study, INFFER was the most suitable approach as it can be easily implemented by decision makers, allows for a more collaborative approach, explicitly integrates local perspectives and technical components (i.e. feasibility, cost and benefits), and provides accountability over the decision process and its outcomes.
The environmental uniqueness of Minjerribah is a key determinant of the island's environmental and cultural significance. However, native species on the island are threatened by European red foxes and feral cats. Involving stakeholders in invasive species management is a critical but difficult aspect of management (Ford-Thompson et al., 2012) . We have overcome barriers to incorporate local stakeholder knowledge into invasive species management by following a multistakeholder engagement process based on adaptive management principles (Holling, 1978) and INFFER . Our approach allowed us to identify that a high level of investment targeting red foxes on Minjerribah would provide greater benefits relative to its costs. This result is a timely example of how invasive species management can be approached on inhabited islands but outlines the need for more research directed at feral cat management protocols.
We believe that provided the right pre-assessment, implementation and monitoring tools, Minjerribah is a suitable location to pursue eradication of feral cats and European red foxes. It is important to consider the existing socio-political environment, the technical experience of local natural resource managers, as well as community cohesiveness, engagement and overall support. Implementing these actions will ultimately protect the Island's unique biodiversity, future economic well-being and its unique cultural heritage.
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